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1.0 Introduction 
Established in 1971, Christiania is centrally located in the heart of Copenhagen no less than one 
kilometre from the Royal Danish Palace and Danish parliament. The area, which was then officially 
owned by The Danish Ministry of Defence, had no plan for the future use of the area at the time. 
This assisted the possibility for squatting on the state’s land, which originated with a small group of 
150 people who took over 49 hectares of state property and lived on it communally. The squatters 
saw the opportunity to use the deserted land and buildings in order to create their notion of a 
perfect society, even if this meant a violation of the rules of the actual and normalised society 
(Thörn et al., 2011). The takeover of the land was regarded as an illegal settlement by the state and 
soon caught the the media’s interest, becoming known both locally and internationally through its 
frequent debates in the media due to its unique establishment and criminal activities (ibid). 
Throughout the 44 year long history of the Freetown there has been a continuous debate and 
varied opinions revolving around the legitimacy of the self-proclaimed area. This includes the 
residents of Christiania, called Christianites, who have been known to challenge the Danish state by 
raising questions such as who’s right to the land it actually is (Hansen, 2011). Christiania has 
continuously been challenging the state’s claims of the illegitimacy of the Freetown and fought back 
for their stance on what they wanted for themselves and their self-made community (ibid). The 
various reasons for the claim of rights over the land from both sides is something that will be 
observed through the Danish state’s Normalisation Plan on Christiania. The Christiania Law passed 
by in 2004 with a broad majority in the Danish Parliament (Bygst.dk, 2015). The conservative-
neoliberal government’s intention with the law being that there was a need for a development plan 
for the area and intentioned to privatise the communally owned buildings and land (ibid). The 
various Danish governments that have been in power over the years have made several attempts to 
regain control over the area and the Freetown through the implementation of The Normalisation 
Plan. It is important to state that over the years there have been shifts in ruling Danish 
governments from Social Democratic to Liberal parties in power, which have inevitably influenced 
the normalisation process (Thörn, 2011).  
 
In this project we will have a closer look at this “fight” that has occurred over the years between 
Christiania and the Danish government, and examine the reasons as to why the existence of this 
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community is such an extraordinary and unique case (Thörn et al., 2011). Our intentions throughout 
this project is to examine the process of normalisation conducted on Christiania and decipher the 
reasons behind it. A prominent question that we intend to explore is what exactly about Christiania, 
and through what processes, is it that the government is trying to normalise? One might wonder 
how Christiania has been able to survive throughout the years in opposition to the multiple 
attempts made by the Danish state to regain full authority of their land and buildings (Karpantschof, 
2011). In order to form a conclusion on this matter we have made the objective of this project to 
explore the power relations between both the Danish state and the Freetown, as well as the 
strategic techniques and the motivations behind the enacted Normalisation Plan on Christiania. Our 
first intent is to define normalisation and state the relevance it has to our chosen topic and the 
above mentioned issues (May, et al. 2009). Throughout our research we have decided to take a 
social scientific stance on the political occurrences that have led to the implementation of The 
Normalisation Plan (Thörn et al., 2011). We have as well decided on three sub-questions to assist 
our analysis in answering our main research question. The chosen sub questions will help us form 
the conclusion of our main research question by supporting our intentions to explore different 
aspects of the normalisation process, such as legalities, criminalities, and property entitlement 
(ibid). We have chosen to apply various theories of normalisation in order to thoroughly observe 
the process of normalisation enacted on Christiania. We understand normalisation as a process 
through which something considered “abnormal” is turned into what is considered “normal” (May, 
et al., 2009). Therefore, our intention is not to argue whether Christiania is normal or abnormal, but 
rather to examine the effects these processes have had on Christiania. This understanding of 
normalisation creates room for the discussion of what is actually normal, and to what extent it is 
possible to create normal, when there are different actors in play who are aiming for different 
outcomes.   
 
1.1 Problem Area 
In our research of Christiania we have come to understand that a plan to put Christiania on a path 
of normalisation from a government perspective is easier said than done. This process of 
normalisation is something that will be investigated in this project by focusing on the governmental 
interventions in Christiania and all the resulting political, social, and cultural factors (Thörn et al., 
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2011). In this way, this project aims to examine the various attempts made to normalise Christiania 
and more specifically, how it can be understood through both theory and politics.  
A definition given by May and Finch of normalisation is a process of putting new practices into 
place, and is necessary for any kind of transition within a social setting that requires a new way of 
doing things (May & Finch, 2009). May and Finch (2009) also labelled normalisation as a new and 
intentional conduction of actions, which is practiced to the point that it is no longer new, but 
becomes a regular part of society. From this definition of normalisation we will examine how 
Christiania in the very beginning was regarded as “abnormal” in relation to what is generally 
considered normal in Danish society (Thörn et al., 2011). This project will argue that Christiania has 
gradually become normalised in its own way. By examining Christiania from a government’s 
perspective, one can argue that due to the emerge of neoliberalism in the 1970’s and 80’s the 
government’s point of view on The Freetown have changed over the years. Thus, the government 
saw the economic potential in the area (Hansen, 2011). We will argue that this plays a very central 
role to the existence of Christiania today. We support this argument in our analysis with 
observations of how the allowance of the Freetown’s existence is due to the normalisation process 
and how the process has succeeded in integrating the community into the rest of the Danish 
society, which assists with Denmark in turning into a “growth engine”(Hansen 2011, p. 302). The 
fact that Christiania has become one of the three biggest tourist attractions in Copenhagen can be 
analyzed that it has perhaps become normalised based on its abnormalities 
(www.visitcopenhagen.com, 2015). Alongside tourist attractions, such as Tivoli, Christiania has over 
the years developed into being substantially profitable to the Danish state through various ways 
which will be examined further in this project (Thörn et. al., 2011). Even though it still has its 
obvious abnormalities, such as the well-known Pusher Street, which is a confined space within 
Christiana where ongoing drug trade takes place, it can be argued that it has in its own way still 
come to fulfill a central contribution that neoliberalist societies demand in terms creating an 
international attraction which perhaps may indirectly bring in profit (www.visitcopenhagen.com, 
2015). One could also argue that a neoliberalist society and self marked regulation to a certain 
extent will inevitably influence an “abnormal” place enough to become “normal”. Due to constant 
resistance made against the normalisation process, Christiania can be viewed as a place that 
originated as a movement against capitalism and as a form of resistance to the neoliberal 
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revolution. Yet ironically, it can be argued that Christiania has been hence morphed into an addition 
to support neoliberal society. This observation forms the root of our intentions in what we will 
examine throughout this project. 
The reason why Christiania was chosen for this project, and not other squats that have been taken 
place in Denmark, such as The Youth House or Bryggeren, is the fact that they no longer exist 
(www.dortheavej-61.dk, 2015) We argue that in order to have control over a subject there are 
inevitable power relations in play, which the case of the Freetown offers a fascinating opportunity 
to examine such a concept. Christiania’s case is unique not only because it has struggled and 
resisted the government’s attempts to normalise the area without giving up for more than 40 years, 
but because one perhaps could argue that the Freetown has to a certain extent pushed and 
influenced the Danish state and in that way shaped the normalisation process to also fit their 
interests. In one way this can be observed as a possibility that the Danish state and Christiania have 
perhaps succeeded in tackling the tough task of compromising. Initially, we had no doubt about the 
fact that the government holds the most power and therefore Christiania can easily be rooted for 
as the “underdog”. Hence, we find the fact that Christiania still exist an interesting reality, which 
one perhaps could argue is influenced by the resistance the Freetown has performed over the 
years. Therefore, our intention with this project is not to take sides, as in who has superiority over 
whom, but to examine to what extent Christiania was needed by the Danish state to contribute to 
the neoliberal society from the plans to creating a cosmopolitan destination out of the city of 
Copenhagen (Hansen, 2011). This brought us to the observation that Christiania may indeed hold 
more power than we originally thought. With these observations in mind, Christiania was chosen 
for this project because the process of normalisation of such a place is not only complicated, yet the 
fascinating observation of power relations throughout the normalisation process including the 
delicate balance of compromise in order to create a profitable market out of the “abnormal” brings 
us to question if Christiania was ever fully “abnormal” to begin with.  
1.2 Research question 
 
 How has the Danish state’s Normalisation Plan allowed the existence of Christiania and for 
what reasons? 
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1.2.1 Sub questions 
 
1. In what ways is the normalisation of Christiania beneficial and to whom?  
2. How has the criminal activities and the drug issue impacted the normalisation process? 
3. How can the presumed normalisation of Christiania be explained through the lens of 
neoliberalism? 
1.4 Definitions, Terms and Concepts 
 
 Gentrification - There are various theories and definitions to describe gentrification but in 
this project it is understood as the phenomenon of low income communities attracting 
middle-upper class individuals and investors through their cultural and alternative additions 
to a city, which in turn results in the displacement of the original low income residents of 
the neighbourhood.  
 Christianites - Mostly used to describe long time residents of Christiania, but can be used 
interchangeably with short term residents who show a commitment to the communal 
lifestyle and support its politics.  
 Neoliberalism - Neoliberalism is a movement that combines traditional liberalism with new 
ideals concerning social and economic justice. Neo-liberals seek economic equality. 
 Cosmopolitan - A geographical area that is not bound by regional or national viewpoints and 
prejudice, a destination that can be found globally is considered to be an open-minded, 
“worldy” space.  
 Pusher Street - A strategically bordered pathway located in Christiania where hash and 
marijuana, otherwise known as soft drugs, are sold by various dealers, or “pushers”, from 
various stalls within the confined area.  
 Consensus democracy - A form of democracy where everybody has to mutually agree on a 
decision before the new law or process is enacted. 
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2.0 Historical and Legal Context 
2.1 Establishment of Christiania - Historical roots  
Although the history of Christiania is only a little more than 40-years long it is indeed a remarkable 
one that holds a chequered history. Christiania’s official birthday is the 26th of September 1971, 
but the story about Christiania roots back to the 1960s, with what is known as the Youth Rebellion. 
An international revolution, where young people got together and the ‘Do It Yourself’ culture of the 
youth revolt (Karpantschof, 2011 p.39). As the table below shows, the establishment of Christiania 
and the questionable takeover of the government’s property was part of squatter movements that 
took place all over the city. Young people crowded the inner city of the Danish capital and many of 
them were looking for a place to live. They shared a dream to create free spaces for alternative 
ways of being together (ibid). We believe that the intentions behind these squatter movements 
were to break away from old traditions that intended to rationalise society and to increase 
individual freedom as part of a cultural program. We understand the protest movements which 
Christiania emerged from to be a way of fulfilling their demands of the aforementioned intentions. 
The newly abandoned military area in the neighbourhood of Christianshavn, which today is home to 
the Freetown, has since its foundation been subject to many political and social conflicts which 
have played a role in the shaping of the normalisation process (Thörn et al., 2011). 
 
Figure 1: Squats in Copenhagen/Denmark, 1946-2005 
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Source: Database by Flemming Mikkelsen: ‘Collective action in Denmark 1946– 2005’; Taken from 
‘Bargaining and Barricades - The Political Struggle over the Freetown Christiania 1971-2011’, 
Karpantschof 2011, p.40 
 
The Counterculture of the 1960s and the embracing of creativity and rise of the hippie and other 
alternative lifestyles, such as Christiania, caused protests against the established capitalist society. A 
great number of youths were actively engaging in politics and became inspired to make a difference 
and created these anti-authority movements (Karpantschof, 2011). The small group of people who 
moved into the abandoned military barracks in Christianshavn demonstrated this, as they shared 
the same dream about creating an alternative society based on freedom, creativity, and community 
(ibid). The Freetown came up with a, handwritten, mission statement declaring:  
 
“‘The aim of Christiania is to build a self ruling society, where each individual can unfold 
freely while remaining responsible to the community as a whole” 
                                                                                                                (Karpantschof 2011, p.41). 
 
René Karpantschof, an academic who studies sociology and specialises in researching social 
movements, states that:   
 
“Yet, however hippie-like and love-praising Christiania represented itself, it was for several 
reasons an intolerable provocation and challenge to the established order of Danish society”  
                                                                                                                 (Karpantschof, R. 2011 
p.41).  
 
The intention of the Freetown was to create an alternative society where the community was based 
on consensus democracy. Consensus democracy is a form of democracy where everybody has to 
mutually agree on a decision before the new law or process is enacted (Christiania.org, 2015). 
Christiania practiced consensus democracy because they wanted to make sure that every citizen of 
Christiania had a voice regardless of their social status, physical attributes, class, or gender (ibid). 
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2.2 Establishment of Legal framework of Christiania  
As mentioned above, the story about Christiania begins in 1971, when a group of young people 
continually broke down the fence to the abandoned military area in Christianshavn. One of the first 
ideas behind the use of the area was that the people who lived in the area at that time felt a need 
for a playground for their children (Christiania.org, 2015). This was the perfect place for satisfying 
this wish. Secondly, young people desperately needed housing due to the baby-boom after The 
First World War. This was an essential reason to the squatting. Jacob Ludvigsen, a young editor who 
worked on a magazine called Hovedbladet (‘The main paper’) brought attention to Christiania by 
writing a satirical article along with six colleagues where he explored the story of this old military 
area where he symbolically names it “The Forbidden City of the Military” (Karpantschof, 2011). This 
article was used as an “official document” of the proclamation of the Free Town. This resulted in a 
massive invasion of people, who wanted to create a life based on community and freedom, which 
led to the birth of Christiania which was officially establishment on the 26th September, 1971 (ibid). 
 
In 1973, Christiania became partly official with the Danish Social Democratic government, as a 
temporary agreement was made between The Danish Ministry of Defence and Christiania, 
regarding their right to use the state’s land and buildings in the area(Thörn et al, 2011). The 
government allowed Christiania to exist and labelled it with the official status of a ‘social 
experiment’, but the agreement also meant that the citizens now had to pay for electricity and 
water. This agreement was only the beginning of the never ending fight between Christiania and 
the various Danish government’s, filled with unimplemented laws from the government side and 
even more lawbreaking from Christiania community side (ibid). In the following years not much 
happened in Christiania in terms of government interaction. The citizens kept restoring the 
buildings and new ones started popping up all over the area. While the citizens were happily 
building up their new homes the politicians were sitting around the decision-making-table trying to 
come up with ways to close down the Freetown (ibid).   
The first of many attempts of the Danish state to close the Freetown, was an investigation which 
was conducted by the Danish Ministry of Defence, the legal owners of the area at the time. Starting 
on April 1st, 1976, it ended on February 2th 1978, with the High Court’s confirmation of decisions 
for cleaning out the area (Christiania.org, 2015). However this decision, like many after, did not 
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have any consequences for the Freetown and its existence. In 1978, the Danish Parliament declared 
that in their opinion, Christiania needed a district plan. In the meantime, however, Christiania and 
its community was still allowed to exist (Thörn, 2011).  
A Liberal-Conservative government came into power in 1982 and stayed until the beginning of 
1993. Due to this shift in government the Christiania case became political again (Stm.dk, 2015). In 
June 1989, after some years of being ignored, Christiania was again a burning topic in the Danish 
parliament. A broad majority in the Danish Parliament voted for the ‘Christiania Act’, which was 
designed to allow the existence of the Freetown and the usage of the buildings and the land (Thörn 
et al., 2011). This law was implemented due to a great deal of illegal constructions in the Freetown, 
and it intended to prevent them in the future. This legalised the squat and made it possible to grant 
Christiania the right to collective use of the area. As it now became typical for the Christiania case, 
the biggest part of the new law was not conducted, because of the switch to a Liberal-Conservative 
government in 2004 (ibid). In the same year of 2004, the Christiania Law was revised with the aim 
of clearing the path for development of the Christiania area as a sustainable neighbourhood in 
Copenhagen. To fully conduct this new part of the law, there was a need in the change of the 
ownership, which challenged the alternative dream that Christiania had originated from (Bygst.dk, 
2015). This would later be known only to be the beginning of the negotiation process that would 
end up taking many years of revision.   
 
On 22 June 2011, the biggest question, besides the drug issue, the ownership of the land came to 
final questioning. Christiania made an agreement with Slots- og Ejendomsstyrelsen (the authority 
charged with managing Christiania) that said that the citizens via a foundation, Christiania Fonden 
(Foundation Freetown Christiania), would be able to buy parts of the land from the state, and rent 
the rest with monthly payments (Bygst.dk, 2015). The foundation was made and the Freetown was 
partially financed by people shares. This meant that in July 2012 the foundation replaced the state 
as the official owner of Christiania (ibid). This ensured that the economic foundation of the area 
would exist and allow the cultural, social and economic ideas to continue. The area was allowed to 
remain as a community that retained its alternative ways of living, so long as it was within the 
framework of normal legislation (Amouroux, 2009).  
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The illegal way the area was taken over and the issues concerning the property rights was not the 
only problem that Christiania faced. The controversy surrounding the selling and consumption of 
hash and marijuana, which is illegal in Denmark, is not to be overlooked (Nilson, 2011). Throughout 
time there has existed a strong opposition between Christiania and the Danish police, which have 
led to frequent and severe confrontations. Throughout its history Christiania has been in a constant 
state of conflict with the Danish state regarding the various issues mentioned above (ibid). One 
aspect that this project will argue is that the battle between the authorities and the Freetown have 
calmed down considerably over the years due to the implementation of The Normalisation Plan. 
This process, which has lasted for many years, seems to have allowed the Freetown to continue to 
live in ‘peace’, albeit through compromise. Although an agreement has been made about the 
property issue, Christiania is still a burning political topic due to the still existing drug trade and 
criminal activities, which shows by frequent Police riots in the area (Thörn, 2011).    
3.0 Methodology 
3.1 Literature review 
 
The theme of our topic in this research project is normalisation, specifically the process of 
normalisation on the Freetown of Christiania. Our goal with this project is to explore just what 
exactly the intentions behind the process of normalisation on a subject are, and how it is 
implemented and embedded throughout time (May & Finch, 2009). Our original intent with this 
project was to examine how and why an illegally founded community such as Christiania was 
allowed to exist on state property. Throughout our research of this topic from various literature, we 
acknowledged a recurrent theme throughout the history of Christiania, and that is the Danish 
state’s continuous attempts, and finally enactment, of the Normalisation Plan in 2012 (Amouroux, 
2009). From these findings throughout our research, we reached an agreement that the repeated 
attempts to enact the Normalisation Plan on Christiania holds significant value to the existence of 
the Freetown. From this observation based on our research, we formulated a thesis that when 
narrowed down to one sentence is:  The normalisation process was enacted on the subject 
(Christiania) in order to make it financially profitable for neoliberal society. From this proposed 
thesis statement, we have conducted research on various articles that approached the topic of the 
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normalisation process enacted on Christiania to see how the process may have successfully utilised 
Christiania into being a contribution to society, both culturally and economically (Hansen, 2011). 
The majority of literature we have researched is academic articles, but we have as well read media 
journals and used government and tourism statistics to assist us and support our findings. The 
academic articles reviewed provided vital insight to our intentions of researching the Normalisation 
Plan through a social scientific viewpoint, and also provided necessary insight to assist us in 
examining our chosen topic and in forming a conclusion. From there we found that using 
government statistics and historical facts was an unavoidable part of our research, as it provided 
solid evidence to support us in forming a conclusion to our thesis question, and in providing a 
historical understanding, to both us and the reader, as to how such a phenomenon as Christiania 
came to existence to begin with, and the state’s allowance of its existence in the capital of 
Denmark.  
 
3.1.1 Factual Data - Governmental Statistics and Historical Background  
While examining the history of Christiania, we have thoroughly read a sufficient amount of various 
academic articles from which we have accrued relative information on the historical accounts and 
laws enacted on Christiania throughout its existence. Due to the variety of topics covered in the 
book, the majority of literature we chose to use and source in this project are from different 
chapters in the book “Space for Urban Alternatives” (2011), which was written by academics 
including Rene Karpantschof; who studies sociology and specializes in researching social 
movements, and Hakan Thörn; a professor of sociology who specializes in social movements and 
globalization. We have also reviewed the historical timeline of Christiania in the Freetown’s self 
titled article “Christiania’s History” (translated from Danish) (2015). We have used official 
government sources in our research as well, such as “Bygningsstyrelsen”, which is Danish Property 
Agency when translated, as we saw the necessity of obtaining factual accounts of laws enacted on 
Christiania, and the government website “Statsministeriet”, to gain factual knowledge about 
different political parties in power throughout the years. We found our choice of these sources vital 
in understanding the politics involved with the implementation of the Normalisation Plan. 
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3.1.2 Normalisation  
Throughout our research for theoretical relevance to our project theme of normalization, we have 
chosen theories of normalisation from famed sociologist Michel Foucault, which we obtained 
through the book “The Will to Truth” (1980) written by translator Alan Sheridan, and “Michel 
Foucault” (2013), by philosopher Gary Gutting. We have also chosen to use the article 
“Development of a Theory of Implementation and Integration: Normalization Process Theory” (2011) 
by professor of healthcare innovation Carl May (et al), to enable us to define the steps in the 
process of normalisation. To study the normalisation process being enacted both on and within 
Christiania, we have examined various academic articles about the topic. Anthropologist Christia 
Amouroux, who in the chapter “Normalization Within Christiania” (2011) relates M. Foucault's 
theory of normalisation to accounts of normalisation happening within and over Christiania and 
discusses how Christiania is seen as a “problematic space” by the state, and continues by comparing 
spaces within Christiania as  a ‘Panopticon’(p. 237). This assisted us in our understanding of applied 
theory and our analysis of our chosen sub questions. Anders Hansen’s “Christiania and the Right to 
the City” (2011), not only assisted us in our research and understanding of the process of 
gentrification, but also helped us reach a conclusion of how the Normalisation Plan was a method in 
assisting a neo liberalist goal, leading to financial contributions to society.  
 
3.1.3 Gentrification  
During our research, we came to realise that gentrification is an inevitable part of the normalisation 
process and its contributions to a neoliberal society. The literature we chose to review in order to 
explore the particulars of gentrification and its involvement with the Danish state’s Normalisation 
Plan for Christiania are academic articles that showed a relation to the social sciences. The first 
article reviewed was “Toward a Theory of Gentrification: A Back to the City Movement by Capital, 
not People (1979) by academic and geographer, Neil Smith. In this article, Smith hypothesizes that 
gentrification is not based on cultural preferences, but is rather economical by nature and is based 
on accumulating land value on unobstructed and dated housing/neighbourhoods, or the rent-gap 
theory. We also based our research on gentrification more specifically targeted to Christiania in 
Space for Urban Alternatives (2011), mainly the chapter “Christiania and the Right to the City” by 
Anders Lund Hansen (2011), who is an associate professor of Human Geography. In this chapter 
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Hansen focuses on a specific incident that took place in Christiania, in order to discuss the 
complexities associated with the concept. With the example of the Cigar Box in the Freetown, a 
house that was demolished by the Danish police and then rebuilt over the night. Hansen, discusses 
that: “Collective activism, dedication, humour, art, improvisation and politics of scale are highlighted 
as important aspects of such direct actions”(Karpantschof, 2012 p.37). What he intend to show with 
this and ’the right to the city’ is exactly that there are many different understandings of this 
concept. Therefore, the discussion is pointed towards an international debate on gentrification 
(ibid). 
3.2 Introduction to Methods  
This section will provide an argument as to why we have chosen to do as we do. Our first intention 
is to explain how we have approached our research. Secondly, we will explain why we are using the 
methods that we are using. And what other methods we could have possibly used and why we have 
chosen not to use those. And finally we will explain exactly what we have chosen to do. And how 
we have come to gather data.  
 
3.2.1 Methods         
For our project we have decided to combine the research on Christiania and normalisation theory in 
the form of secondary research strategy. We have analysed the data through a conceptual 
framework. We are using a number of different theories done on normalisation to conduct an 
analysis of a specific problem in a certain setting. Our approach is a balance between inductive and 
deductive approach. We started off with an inductive approach, as we originally had the question of 
how did Christiania manage to exist on state property throughout the years? We then gathered 
information on our chosen topic and by way of this we came to acknowledge how particular 
findings we arrived with could strengthen our framework, which set us on a path of a deductive 
approach. We then conducted a qualitative research strategy on various academic literature on 
Christiania, while keeping an open mind to all possible facts and observations to enlighten us on our 
inquiry of our chosen subject. Our theoretical framework emerged from our readings, which our 
source of data is based on. Based on our readings we came to realise that the Normalisation Plan 
was indeed the key to explore in order to answer our initial question and would assist us in 
strengthening our framework. We continued our research based on this recognition in a deductive 
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manner, in order to find out why and how the Normalisation Plan was a, if not the key, factor in the 
existence of Christiania. From here we further explored literature of a qualitative manner, which 
focused on the Normalisation Plan enacted on Christiania in order to find answers as to how the 
effects of its process allowed Christiania to “merge” into and exist in regular society. We consider 
the research conducted from said point above deductive, and it was from this method of review 
that we came to the unexpected conclusion that it was to profitably assist Danish neoliberal society. 
We proceeded in our research in a deductive method using qualitative data, as we reviewed 
literature to support our acknowledgment in how Christiania was indeed the subject of a 
normalisation process in order to contribute to the greater picture of creating Copenhagen into a 
cosmopolitan destination. We find it crucial to mention that although we strongly relied on 
research conducted with both qualitative and quantitative data bases, which assisted us in our 
analysis and helped us support what our research process was entailing, we have also come to 
make observations from our own thought processes in how we came to relate this topic to the 
world of economics. This not only supported our findings based on available data, but we have 
realised that it has perhaps also introduced viewpoints and observations to a field where a perhaps 
limited amount of literature is available on this specific topic. It is through the combination of both 
using available sources and our own observations that we have been able to form a sure stance in 
answering our research question and assisting sub questions and have as well developed a genuine 
interest in our project and the world of social sciences.  
Through our chosen theories we have been drawn to different articles that relate to the project 
content, which continues the enactment of a deductive method of literature retrieval.  
Alternatively, using an inductive method has allowed us to gain substantive knowledge on the topic 
of normalisation and the way it was conducted in Christiania, before continuing our research 
project on a deductive manner. We found that this assisted us in forming the main research 
question and assisting sub-questions which we found to be relevant and interesting to us as well to 
the area of study. We chose to use a qualitative research strategy for our project, the reason being 
that we believe that it is the best way to be as precise and knowledgeable in our findings as our 
intentions are to keep our qualitative data research to the form of secondary research. 
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We explored numerous possible theories for this project, but we chose Foucault’s normalisation 
process theory and the concept of power relations along with the Normalization Process Theory 
(NPT), since we found them both extremely relevant to our project. The reasons being that it helps 
us to not only define the direction that this project is taking, but assists us in answering the chosen 
sub-questions within the context of this project. However, as our research proceeded we came to 
understand that the concept of gentrification, it this project Nelson’s definition of gentrification, 
was not to be undermined, as it is a crucial concept to understand, which inevitably have assisted 
us in answering our research question. Hence, our project works with the assumption that there is 
an inevitable link between the normalisation of Christiania and the neoliberal mindset of profit 
making. And we believe that these normalisation processes are not static, but undergoes a constant 
change, which we for example explain with the resistance of power, and that makes the act of 
studying them complex, yet very interesting.  
We have seen the advantage in deciding to use the Normalization Process Theory (NPT) in this 
project because of it being a middle range theory. We find this particularly appropriate for this 
project, as the NPT gives us the flexibility to observe how the structure of the Danish government 
imposed the normalization process on Christiania, and also how Christianites themselves enacted 
self-imposed normalization within their community by creating their own unique structure in the 
Freetown. The opportunity to observe this juxtaposition, as we do in one of the sub questions, is a 
unique opportunity that allows room for analyzing the phenomenon from multiple angles while still 
maintaining direct relation to the main topic of normalization.  
 
3.2.2 Acknowledgment and Limitations  
In our research of Christiania there are several issues that we have come to acknowledge, which we 
find crucial to mention in order to understand our intentions for this project. In terms of methods in 
regards to our research strategy, we have discussed numerous possibilities which were available to 
us. The possible methods that we have discussed to incorporate, but chosen not to is for example a 
quantitative approach of conducting interviews with official walking tour guides in Christiania and 
members of the Danish government involved with the normalisation plan or Christianites. We also 
discussed the possibility of conducting surveys for example by asking Danish local pedestrians about 
their viewpoints on Christiania and whether or not they are in support of the Freetown. Our 
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concern was that these additional methods would leave our findings scattered and affect our end 
process of data sorting and interpretations of the findings. We acknowledge that there are other 
possibilities in terms of research strategy and understand that if we had chosen to go in that 
direction our possible findings might have ended up with a different outcome. Therefore, we chose 
to draw on other people's research in order to investigate our specific question.  
Throughout our research we have continuously questioned what the outcome of our project could 
possibly end up with. As our research progressed the possible outcome of our research has at time 
been even more unclear than it was at the beginning, as we have come to understand the 
normalisation process in detail.  
Another thing that we feel is crucial to mention in this context, is the fact that we have come to 
learn that being unbiased in this case is extremely difficult. Our intention from the start was to be 
solely objective and our aim was not to make the judgement as to who is the bad guy and who is 
the good guy. With this being said, throughout the examination of the Danish state’s attempts to 
normalise Christiania, we acknowledge that some of our findings may lean slightly more towards 
one side than the other. However, we are confident with our finding, but find it important to 
mention, that our intention of this project was not to favor one party over the other, and we 
maintained awareness of this throughout our research. 
Finally, It is worthy to mention that we have considered using data equally both in Danish and 
English, as we could accrue by far more information through articles in the mother tongue of the 
place of our research topic, but we have chosen to focus on using English literature, specifically 
qualitative literature. The reason for this being that in our group of two only one of us speaks 
Danish, so therefore we arrived at the conclusion that we in our group prefer to be able to read and 
fully comprehend the data used without reliance on one group member to understand and explain 
the material used that is in the Danish language. With this being said and a chosen focus on mainly 
using English literature, we have still chosen to use Danish literature in some context when deemed 
extremely necessary by way of finding factual information on Danish political parties in power and 
laws enacted. We recognise the limitations that this has on our studies, yet we are confident that 
we have reviewed enough literature to explore our research question through our chosen method. 
We have hence found relevant theories and other literature solely through the English language 
and are confident that we will come to a sure and relevant conclusion regardless. 
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4.0 Theory 
4.1 Introduction  
The theory of normalisation is crucial in enabling one to understand the complex phenomenon of 
how exactly certain settings or circumstances are both seen as, and integrated, into something that 
is  deemed as ‘normal’.  Christiania has allowed us the chance to explore this phenomenon in how it 
originated as an abnormal space in society and hence began to be the subject of reform from a 
greater power (Amouroux, 2011). 
The Danish state’s enactment of the Normalisation Plan on Christiania is, according to Amouroux 
(2011): 
 
“A state generated strategy of control that attempts to manage the Christiania area and 
justifies this through ‘common sense’ notions of fairness (paying taxes), responsibility 
(private ownership) and public good (access to public spaces) (p.236)”. 
 
We have chosen this quote because of its assistance in understanding the surface motives of the 
Normalization Plan in being labelled as a seemingly logical reasoning behind the Danish state’s 
wishes to create a “fair” society for all its citizens. However, by examining Michel Foucault’s theory 
of normalization we have begun to understand possible intentions of the Normalisation Plan that lie 
underneath the visible surface, which we have concluded have had additional motives of control for 
the goal of profit than the intent to turn the Freetown into a “fair” and “responsible” part of 
society.  
 
4.2 Governmentality 
The theory of normalisation was first introduced by French sociologist Michel Foucault in his 1975 
book ‘Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison’. Even though the concept of normalization is 
initially described as the shift of punishment on the individual over time from direct to indirect 
disciplinary methods, the theory has a broader agenda (Sheridan, 2015). It seeks to present a 
different approach to understanding the “new” power that a government may have over society, 
which affects every individual in a subtle way, collectively forming one large invisible instrument of 
power and control. The modern form of discipline and punishment can be understood as a political 
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tactic, used as a method to exercise control over a population through the regulated effects of 
power and psychological reform (ibid). Moreover, the objective of French Sociologist Michel 
Foucault was to create a history of the different modes by which, in Western culture, human beings 
are made to be subjects. A subject can be understood as an individual under the control and 
dependence of someone else, but also as a self made subject via own identity by conscience and 
self-knowledge. The relevance of this notion of power is best seen when compared to “old” views 
of punishing. In earlier judicial punishment systems, each action was judged in regards to whether 
or not it was allowed by the law, with no judging of the action as “normal” or “abnormal” (Winter, 
2014). Punishment that used to be enacted by public torture has now developed into a form of 
modernised discipline intended to reform its subjects through indirect psychological control over 
the body versus the direct threat of torture (Sheridan, 2005). Foucault explains how new societies 
are no longer maintained by the fear of the military, police, or any kind of obvious government 
mechanism, but by a new method of discipline and distributed power (ibid). This points out exactly 
what we find interesting about the Christiania case. We understand governmentality as the 
different “invitations” that the government uses in order to control its citizens, which The 
Normalisation Plan is an example of. “Invitations”, or processes, are designed to form the “ideal”, 
and are the beginning markers of the normalization process. The ‘invitation’ that the government 
offers Christiania so that they can live according to what is considered as being the norms and 
through this reform their ‘deviant’ behaviour. The ideal form becomes a social structure or simply a 
certain way of behaviour, considered by the majority or the authority as a right way of conducting a 
certain action (Winter, 2014). This notion of normalisation can explain several issues in regards to 
the Christiania case. The instance of squatters settling on government property gives a point of 
study to examine the complexities revolving around a normalisation process in any setting. By 
defining what is normal, abnormal is automatically defined as well. And in this way the individual 
automatically knows what behaviour is considered to fulfill the socially accepted norms. Therefore, 
the margins of society are also defined;  more specifically the ones who live outside socially 
accepted norms and who by the majority are considered “the others”. When this notion is 
established it then becomes easier to influence these marginal groups and attempt to transform 
them as part of the ideal and normal society (ibid). We can see the process of this, which is in its 
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essence normalisation, enacted on Christiania by the Danish state by the implementation of the 
Normalisation Plan.  
 
4.3 The Panopticon 
A form of governmentality can be examined in Jeremy Bentham’s Panopticon, which is a concrete 
example of exercised control leading to self induced discipline through the subject’s knowledge of 
potential punishment. 
 
“This enclosed, segmented space, observed at every point, in which the individuals are 
inserted in a fixed place, in which the slightest movements are supervised, in which all events 
are recorded, in which an uninterrupted work of writing links the centre and periphery, in 
which power is exercised without division, according to a continuous hierarchical figure, in 
which each individual is constantly located, examined and distributed among the living 
beings, the sick and the dead — all this constitutes a compact model of the disciplinary 
mechanism (C.f. Smith (1996) and Lees (2002), Taken from Amouroux 2012, p. 239).”  
 
Although Jeremy Bentham did not use Panopticon as an example of indirect control on a greater 
scale, it can be recognised being actively practiced throughout late modernity (Winter, 2014). 
Foucault elaborates on this in his theory of normalisation and its use through the knowledge of 
being constantly under surveillance, therefore a subject limits him/herself to actions that is not 
deemed as ‘bad’ based on the chance that the subject would be observed by the “guard” in doing a 
wrong act. The intentions behind the concept of Panopticon is to formulate various disciplinary 
devices that in turn forms a subject who enacts discipline on him/herself (Sheridan 2005). Foucault 
also touches on the positive side of this self-imposed discipline and control, as he claims that this 
enables society to run in an orderly fashion without the constant visible presence of an 
authoritative figure (ibid). We relate this concept in our analysis of how various governments in 
power have enacted this form of indirect and internalised control over the inhabitants in Christiania 
through the forms of negative media influence and Police raids.   
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4.4 Power Relations 
One relationship that goes through all of Foucault’s works is the concept of power and knowledge, 
and the ever present link between the two. To Foucault, power is not simply black or white in 
regards to having dominance over a subject. Instead, Foucault examines how power is exercised 
through agents  and argues that it appears in and is exercised through relations(Thomsen, 2015). 
But in order to understand this relation, one has to understand how knowledge has come to be 
developed within individuals. It is essentially the understanding of how individuals become objects 
of power, yet also subjects of power. Foucault refuses to say that there is only one form of power. 
He argues that power is created in the act, in front of the audience; no one initially has power, 
power is produced. He argues that power is not a thing. It is a relation, and therefore it can only be 
practiced in relationships where power is productive. He also argues that with power and from 
power, subjects are created (ibid). This concept can be defined as power relations, pertaining to 
when power is exercised through relations (Thualagant, 2015). 
 
4.5 The Normalization Process Theory 
While basing the majority of the theoretical aspect of our project on Foucault’s theory of 
normalization, in addition we found it necessary to classify normalisation as a more structural 
process. We understand normalisation to be the process of putting new practices into place and is 
necessary for any process of change in a social setting (May et al., 2009). Therefore, it is a process 
of steps. Hence we have decided to use healthcare innovator Carl May’s Normalization Process 
Theory. The Normalization Process Theory (NPT) describes the way the normalisation process 
begins in a social context, and the requirements for its full  implementation into society. Just like 
Foucault’s notion of normalisation, the NPT is useful when examining the normalisation process in 
Christiania or in any other specific setting (May & Finch 2009). Our intention with this theory is to 
break down the steps of normalisation in the project and compare it in a more concrete way to the 
normalisation process that the Danish government has enacted on Christiania. We believe that this 
theory is helpful to define the political aspect of the normalisation, while complementing Foucault’s 
theory of normalisation and power relations. 
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May and Finch (2009) labelled normalisation as a production that occurs in an “interaction chain”, 
with “socially patterned points in time and space which are connected by the flow of social 
processes” (p.540). The objective behind the creation of the Normalization Process Theory (NPT) 
was the interest in defining the process behind the intentional social change being conducted by a 
body of people in order to reach a set goal. The theory’s creators studied how these goals set in 
place were enacted on and reproduced in an organised setting in order to create the outcome of a 
social change becoming a social norm (May et al. 2009). 
So, the use of the Normalization Process Theory is how intentional change is assembled in a social 
setting (implementation), the reproduction of change to happen daily in the social setting 
(embedding), and keeping the social change as an everyday practice (integration) (May & Finch, 
2009 p. 538). We can then use the NPT for its intentioned purpose which is to: focus on a social act 
or occurrence in a certain setting, as well as to analyse the process of normalisation, in this case the 
normalisation in Christiania, and relate it to the framework of the NPT theory and how social actors 
act on it accordingly. In this way it provides us a “sociological framework” to analyse “comparative 
implementation studies” in our project (May & Finch, 2009 p. 550). We will therefore use this 
theory as a comparison throughout this project to observe how the normalisation process was 
enacted on Christiania, as well as the normalisation self-implemented within the Christiania 
community. 
 
According to May (et al 2009), The Normalization Process Theory (NPT) is concerned with looking at 
three main points when defining an act of normalisation in a sociological setting:  
 
“1. Implementation, by which we mean the social organization of bringing a practice 
or practices into action. 
2. Embedding, by which we mean the processes through which a practice or practices 
become, (or do not become), routinely incorporated in everyday work of individuals and 
groups. 
3. Integration, by which we mean the processes by which a practice or practices are 
reproduced and sustained among the social matrices of an organization or institution.” 
(May, C. et al. 2009). 
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These three processes provide a solid base where the act of normalisation in a social setting can be 
observed and compared with the given structure of NPT. When normalisation is being enacted, 
whether it be the government enacting their normalisation plan on Christiania, or Christiania 
residents implementing a normalised routine within their community, the observation of the 
process is made attainable through the repeated steps listed above. It is evident that these steps 
are implemented in a process of normalisation within this project which we will examine further.  
 
4.6 Conclusion 
This project will incorporate both normalisation theories along with the concept of governmentality 
and power relations, which are based on our translations, in order to explain the inevitable 
influence the Danish government’s Normalisation Plan have had on The Freetown. The 
governmentality theory will be seen in how it assists the reader in understanding the specific 
political tactics that various governments have used to gain control over the Freetown. 
Governmentality refers to the many different methods that governments in power use in order to 
control the population through self imposed control, including governmental attempts to make the 
individual, or in this case the Christianites, become a part of the state control. While the term 
government refers to political structures, it also refers to how groups and individuals are directed 
both internally and externally.  Therefore, governmentality is closely related to the study of power 
and knowledge, which we have described above (Thualagant, 2015).  
5.0 Analysis 
5.1 Introduction to analysis 
 
The continuous conflict that has taken place throughout the years between Christiania and the 
Danish state could perhaps be viewed as a struggle based on reasons pertaining to morals, in terms 
of who’s right to the land it actually is (Hansen, 2011). At the end of the day it is a fact that it was 
the Danish state that had the sovereign power and holds the actual right to the land (Starecheski, 
2011). With this being the reality the question arises; why would the various Danish governments 
who were in power throughout time allow a squatter movement on their land if it was not 
beneficial for them? Could it have been that the state was possibly sympathetic towards the plight 
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of the Freetown’s inhabitants? Or does the possibility exist that the Danish state saw an 
opportunity to work alongside the Christianites within reasonable compromise, bringing benefits to 
both parties? A possibility worth reflecting on is that perhaps Copenhagen did not have a space in 
the city for a similar alternative culture at the time. The culture that in later years arose had sought 
a need for these spaces, which the Youth House located in the Nørrebro area of Copenhagen is an 
example of. Although unlike Christiania, the Youth House was abolished in 2007 (Karpantschof, 
2011). Perhaps a reason as to why the Youth House was closed, with the whole building being torn 
down, was due to the simple fact that the building did not belong to the squatters. The building was 
the Danish state's property, who sold it off to HUMAN A/S (a group of private investors who came 
up with the biggest offer), which later sold it to Faderhuset (a Free Church) and with this the story 
of the Youth House came to an end. Faderhuset simply asked the Danish police to clean out the 
area and so they did (Denstoredanske.dk, 2015). Meanwhile, in a different part of the same city, a 
very similar thing was allowed to continue. One may wonder as to why the police did not clean out 
the Christiania area, when the property did not belong to them either? This brings us to the 
interesting question of what exactly did the Danish state have in mind for the allowance of the 
continued existence of Christiania (Hansen, 2011)? It does indeed seem a bit controversial when 
comparing Christiania’s case to the Youth House, when having in mind that Christiania was allowed 
to exist as a ‘social experiment’.  We ourselves have analyzed the topic of what exactly does it mean 
be listed as a “social experiment”? Perhaps, we argued, the Danish government allowed Christiania 
to exist for the purpose of assisting people with unorthodox pasts and alternative lifestyles, while 
made to conform with the rest of society as little as possible. The continued existence of the 
squatter foundation on the ground of state property might have appeared to some as the 
government practicing tolerance of such an alternative community, which was also looked down 
upon by others. We also discussed the question of how come it is possible that two similar actions 
can have such a different outcome, when both have illegal foundations? It seems a bit ironic, when 
Denmark is a country that claims to practice justice and fairness. In the following analysis of our 
chosen sub questions we will  investigate the reasons behind the Danish state’s allowance of the 
Freetown. Included in this analysis will be an examination of for what reasons did they allow 
Christiania to function considering their criminal activities on Pusher Street, as well as what benefits 
on a small and large scale has the Freetown of Christiania contributed to the Danish State. The 
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following analysis will go into detail of these topics as we search for a conclusion to these 
questions.   
 
5.1 Sub question one - In what ways is the normalisation of Christiania beneficial and to whom? 
 
The 2004 Act was intended to guide Christiania  ‘in line with the rest of the society that surrounds 
the so-called Freetown’  (Jyllandsposten editorial 2/2 2004, taken from ‘Bargaining and Barricades’, 
Karpantschof 2011, p. 58). Therefore, we argue that the Danish state’s Normalisation Plan enacted 
on Christiania is an act of control, as its motive was to reform the way that Christiania operated as a 
community. We further argue that control is a part of normalisation, and can be seen in the 
enactment of plans that: 
 
“ implied an introduction of the usual authority-controlled procedures in areas such as 
accommodation-assignment, individual contracts, new building of private apartment blocks 
and demolition of numerous Christiania buildings, especially along the old ramparts, which 
instead should be restored to their original 17th century state (Karpantschof 2011, pg. 58)”. 
 
Power relations strongly coincides with the act of control, which ‘The Normalisation Plan’ serves as 
a prime example of. The government's attempts to control the area, points us towards a very 
important debate in this case; “The question of power - or the balance of power (p.43)”, as René 
Karpantschof (2011) describes it. The apparent intentions behind the Normalization Plan was to 
assimilate the alternative culture within the Freetown into something that could be deemed as 
‘normal’, or common, with the rest of Danish society (Karpantschof 2011). Going by a given 
definition of normalisation, it is the process of something deemed as abnormal made to become 
normal (Ibid). One might wonder what exactly is it that has been normalised about Christiania since 
the 2004 Act passed? Is the official agreement and passing of a property law a concrete sign of the 
abnormal being integrated into the norms (Thörn et al., 2011). Or does it have to do with the 
potential value that an abnormal subject can to contribute to the norm? We will further analyse the 
possibility of how when both the abnormal and norm are merged, they are able to create a 
maximum value product for the financial profit of a neo liberal nation. 
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The Freetown’s official anthem, “You can’t kill us - we’re a part of you”(Ibid, p.25), can be argued as 
proof of how Christiania is an interloping product of the Danish state. This song has been used in 
various context, such as protest movements and demonstrations against the state (Ibid). The actual 
meaning of the song can also be analysed in various ways, and we  argue that the title can be seen 
in connection to how The Freetown contributes to the rest of Danish society by adding economical 
contribution through public knowledge of their alternative beginnings and lifestyle choices. 
Furthermore, we argue that the Danish government has allowed continued resistance and 
compromise with The Freetown because of the unique opportunities Christiania may offer for 
capitalizing and adding financial surplus to the state. We believe that the balance in the power 
relations has benefitted Christiania in terms of The Freetown’s still present existence and the fact 
that their internal structure is still intact can be argued is due to the resistance against the state’s 
attempts to close and change The Freetown throughout the years (Ibid). This has benefited the 
Danish state by adding cultural value to the city of Copenhagen, which has lead to economic value 
(Hansen 2011). It is interesting to examine how both parties have been able to succeed in holding 
onto their main motives throughout this normalisation process, although there has been 
confrontations along the way (Ibid). We argue that had it not been for the potential profit that 
Christiania has come to offer the Danish state, the story of the Freetown would have ended here, 
just like it did with The Youth House. We continue our argument that Christiania has just as much 
importance to the government in staying open as it does to the residents of Christiania 
(Karpantschof, 2012). In other words, Christiania has come to live up to the expectations in terms of 
profit making that the emerge of neoliberalism requires. Why else would the state devote so much 
time and energy to govern such a small area (Thörn, 2012)? 
 
Christiania originated as an alternative community that welcomed people who did not fit into 
regular society. In ‘Space for Urban Alternatives’ (2011), the authors (Thorn, Wasshede, & Nilson) 
describes how Lena Karlsson, who researched and reported on Christiania, explains how the 
acceptance of people that were not considered as contributively to society, or even “deviant” (p. 
16), were the priority of who was accepted in Christiania. A social office opened in Christiania called 
‘Herfra og Videre’ (Translated to ‘From this Point On’) in 1979 (Gibson & Hjort, 2003). This place 
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offers rehabilitation resources for drug users in Christiania. This was not the only purpose for the 
office though, as it branched out into social welfare departments such as a homeless shelter, 
physical help with house renovations, affordable housing resources and a social welfare office 
(Ibid). The interesting thing about ‘Herfra og Videre’ is the fact that it is connected to several 
governmental social welfare offices and other establishments in Copenhagen, and both the 
Freetown and the state work together to help the people who have no other resources to fall back 
on. The Danish government actually funds the office and pays for a certain amount of workers, even 
though ‘Herfra og Videre’ mainly focuses on Christiania and its residents (Ibid). This is an example of 
how both the state and the Freetown have worked parallel with each other based on an 
understanding of what is beneficial to both sides. Based on this example we argue that the 
convenience of having an existent social welfare office so centrally located in Copenhagen assisted 
the Danish state with their welfare care, which in turn viewed Christiania as an asset to the 
government. By co-working alongside each other, this has arguably brought benefits to both the 
state and the moral and ethical satisfaction of the Freetown. We have chosen this as a small scale 
example as to why the state has allowed compromises and negotiations to be made with Christiania 
regarding the Normalization Law.  
 
In addition to being an asset to the bureaucratic and welfare components of the state, Christiania 
stood out as an arguably needed alternative in comparison to other tourist attractions in 
Copenhagen, such as The Little Mermaid, Tivoli, and Nyhavn (Hansen 2011). We argue that 
Christiania is a legacy in its own right, as it can be said to hold the captivating allure as a “sin city” in 
Copenhagen and offers an interesting alternative to other more arguably mainstream tourist 
attractions. Not long after the Freetown was established, its originality became internationally 
known and people from all over the world soon came to visit Christiania and see what this place 
was all about (Thörn et al., 2011). Due to its unique foundation and chequered history the visitor is 
guaranteed a different experience of Copenhagen. Christiania also stands out from other areas 
deemed edgy in Copenhagen such as Istedgade and Nørrebro, as well as other risque tourist 
destinations in Western Europe, such as the red light district in Amsterdam. This can be attributed 
to the uniqueness of it being known as what it is ‘a city within a city’. Christiania, in itself, has 
essentially has been a significant addition to turning Copenhagen into a cosmopolitan destination 
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with a variety of culture to experience (Ibid). This has in turn added to Copenhagens appeal from 
both a touristic and business viewpoint (Ibid). The state saw value in Christiania’s additions starting 
from within its community, which ‘Herfra og Videre’ is an example of (Gibson & Hjort, 2003). And 
maybe even more importantly, they realised how the Freetown could contribute to the rise of the 
growing capitalist mind-set that along the years had emerged in Denmark and more generally the 
Western world (Ibid). Therefore, we argue, that Christiania was no longer deemed as a problem or 
something that had to be up rooted and replaced by an ordinary suburban neighbourhood, but 
rather as something that contributed financially to the Danish state. Christiania had now been 
normalised in a way that suited both parties. This compromise, or balance, can be argued was 
achieved by allowing the agency (Christiania) enough freedom to experiment and maintain their 
creative community that created a space for tourism and investors. In this ingenious plan from the 
Danish state, which could be said lead to the official Normalisation Plan, Christiania sparked an 
increase in the tourist industry. Considering these mentioned contributions from Christiania, it can 
be argued that the government saw benefits in the existence of the Freetown while still being 
under full control/surveillance of the Freetown through the enactment of the Normalisation Law 
(Karpantschof, 2011).  
 
Furthermore, we argue that being labelled as a social experiment by the Social Democratic 
government allowed Christiania the freedom to develop their notion of the ideal community and 
creating a system that they themselves wanted in place in order for taking care of the citizens in the 
best possible way. This also allowed a source of compromise between them and the Danish 
government and the allowance of existing on state property. Meanwhile, it still allowed the 
government to have a form of control over Christiania, as they were now officially bound by the 
government in being a study point for them (Krarup 1976, p.6; Quoted in ‘Christiania and the Right 
to the City’, Hansen 2011) 
This could have only been more so the case when the agreement reached its final form in 2011, 
which one can argue was out of necessity for the survival of the Freetown (Ibid). One might argue, 
that Christiania realised that only so much opposition could be made against the authorities before 
realizing the necessity of an agreement in order to remain intact as ‘the city within the city’.  
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Christiania has benefitted from the agreement, which meant that they could keep living inside the 
houses that they had built and turned into their homes over the years. They could continue living 
the communal lifestyle they were accustomed to. This, however also meant a final agreement from 
the Christianites side to accept the fact that the state now officially had the last say in regards of 
governing the Freetown and the changes happening within, which we have to remind ourselves 
that they actually have had all the time. The Christiania Law showed what the Christianities might 
have known all along; that their existence was based on the beneficial outcome for the state. 
Regardless of what resistance movements they made, it can be argued that they consciously knew 
that they could only withstand the state up to a certain point until they had to come to a set 
compromise, or conform, to the states wishes for them. This proves our point that the state has 
had the sovereign power the whole time, and the subject of what is considered abnormal 
(Christiania) will either be manipulated into something that is beneficial for the present neoliberal 
society through the process of normalisation, or it will be eliminated, regardless of acts of 
resistance made against it along the way.  
 
5.2 Sub question two - How have the criminal activities and drug issue impacted the normalisation 
process?  
 
In 1979/80, what is known as the Junk Blockade (The ban of hard drugs), was a turning point in the 
history of The Freetown (Christiania.org, 2015). Christiania agreed on a ban against the use of hard 
drugs within the community. Heroin became available in Denmark at this time and the number of 
junkies in Christiania increased seriously (ibid). Therefore, the Christianities enacted the ban against 
the consumption of anything besides soft drugs, such as marijuana and hash. This was indeed out of 
necessity for the entire well being of the Freetown and its inhabitants in regards to health, 
cleanliness and crime (ibid). One can argue that this was not only out of necessity for the health and 
safety of its residents, but it could have also given the government grounds to compromise with 
Christiania about the existence of other criminal activities such as the sale of soft drugs on the 
infamous Pusher Street and the illegal building on state property. Something that we have chosen 
to investigate is the possibility of how the various Danish governments in ruling power have chosen 
to allow Pusher Street to remain open as a form of control, or more specifically governmentality. To 
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begin with, one reason to that the government allows Pusher Street to remain open is because it 
keeps a main outsource of soft drugs, even though it is illegal, within a confined space. This was 
proved to be an easier and more effective way to monitor the criminal activity than having the sale 
widespread throughout the city (Nilson, 2011). The state used Pusher Street, in itself, as a “social 
experiment” by experimenting over time with both shutting down the hash stalls on the infamous 
path and by turning a ‘blind eye’ to the sale of illegal drugs when the stalls were active (Ibid). One 
could perhaps think that the results from these ‘experiments’ resulted in realising that shutting 
down Pusher Street not only would affect the crime rate negatively, but even the opposite. The 
crime rate within Christiania showed to be lower than it was in the rest of Copenhagen (Thörn et 
al., 2011). The constant shutting down and raiding of Pusher Street resulted in creating more 
problems and complications than the intentions to resolve the criminality occurring did (ibid, p. 22). 
One can observe from these findings that the decision to allow the illegal street to remain open 
gave the Danish state a grasp on the main outsource of the illegal sale of soft drugs, thereby 
providing them with the maximum possible control on the inevitable hash trade that would occur 
regardless of the location. Regardless of the ‘allowance’, Police raids still occur in Pusher Street to 
this day and we argue that it is a way of reminding the pushers in Christiania as to who actually 
holds the power (ibid). In this way the Police are letting the pushers know that they can not do as 
they please, they are constantly being watched and at any time a day there might be a raid. This is a 
clear example of governmentality, or more specifically the Panopticon, where the Danish police can 
be said to be the ‘watcher’ in the control tower making the pushers ‘behave’. We argue that this 
constant ‘invisible’ power that the Danish police holds at any time instills knowledge on their 
subjects, the pushers, in how discipline for unruly actions can be enacted anytime, without them 
being immediately present all the time (Sheridan, 2005). When the Danish state’s control is enacted 
on Christiania for example by conducting drug raids on Pusher Street it instead shows a direct force 
or punishment enacted.  
Coincidingly, the form of subliminal control, or ‘Panopticon’ can be seen in how various Danish 
governments assist the media in how the Freetown is presented. The welfare office Herfra og 
Videre, the previously mentioned rehabilitation program available to people with addiction 
problems, which is one of the various forms of social assistance they provide, never steals the 
spotlight (Gibson & Hjort, 2003). The social workers in this office have succeeded in rehabilitating 
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hash addicts, yet this information is not half as well known as the existence of Pusher Street is, 
where hash is sold openly. Even though many Christianities do not agree with the existence of 
Pusher Street, as they view it to be the main source of problems which has a negative effect on the 
ongoing battle between the state and their existence, this often steals the center of attention. Yet, 
Pusher Street remains open and is one of the main reasons for Christiania being a tourist attraction. 
However, some consider it to be an eyesore, or the reason that Christiania has been given a bad 
name. When Christiania is being portrayed in the media, the focus is often concentrated on Pusher 
Street and the ongoing criminal activities, such as the illegal drug trade and frequent streetfights. 
This not only paints a picture of a place that is potentially dangerous to visit, a street run by 
scoundrels, it can also be seen a form of governmentality. Pusher Street being the focus of 
attention not only creates a positive revenue for the state, thus assisting their original motive, it 
also reminds the Christianites about their vulnerability. Even though this generates a huge amount 
of visitors every year, who arrive to see the unique establishment and get an experience of 
partaking in the open illegal setting of drug trade, we argue that it also creates a subliminal form of 
fear purposely instilled in Christianites (Ibid). It serves as a constant reminder that they are the 
illegal squatters, “the others”, and their community can at any moment be taken away from them. 
Our argument is that this form of governmentality subliminally notifies Christianites that they are 
the “bad guys”. In this way Pusher Street is connected with a feeling of guilt for the Christianites, 
even though they might not sympathise with the activities, it becomes a disciplinary tactic against 
the illegal activities, which subliminally instils a sense of fear over their heads by reminding them 
that they are indeed still “the others”. Pusher Street is referred to as some as being Christianias 
“cancer”, which for obvious reasons can not be denied and this indeed holds some kind of truth 
(Ibid). But is it possible that Pusher Street has also played a role in the present existence of 
Christiania? Would there be as many visitors in Christiania if it was not for Pusher Street and the 
criminal activities? We argue that, although it causes a lot of confrontations with the Danish state, it 
still generates a lot of money in terms of visitors. The fact that the criminal activities often steals the 
spotlight, have in turn contributed to portraying the state as the “good guy” in this context. There is 
varied opinions about the drug issue and it often separates the Christiania population in two. Some 
residents support the activities, and some are against, but also in this case the Danish police has the 
legitimate right on their side.  With this being said and by acknowledging the obvious sovereign 
33 
 
power that the Danish state holds they could have closed down Pusher Street at any time. But we 
argue that based reasons that we have mentioned, the government allows it to stay open. The state 
has not only accumulated a large profit off of the Freetown through tourist based income, but we 
argue that it has also kept the citizens under a state of docility and resistance to a certain point, lest 
their home be taken away from them (Ibid). Therefore, our argument is that both the direct and 
indirect forms of governance that have been placed on Christiania, both consciously and 
subconsciously, have influenced the residents to a point where they realized that the inevitable 
process of normalization is unavoidable no matter what forms of resistance are offered in 
contradiction to the authorities. The land that the squatters took over was, and will always be, state 
property. Hence, the state will always have the last word. This boils down to the realization that in 
today’s neoliberal world, everything in existence is for the purpose of accumulating profit, and 
nothing is allowed to exist on state property without the opportunity for capitalizing on it. 
 
“While ‘the social experiment’ for many of the Christianites indicated radical and limitless 
creativity, from the perspective of social politics it suggested new forms of tolerant yet 
monitoring day-to-day governing. From the perspective of the authorities, ‘the social 
experiment’ formed part of a problem-solving rather than inventive strategy, in relation to 
which ‘the laboratory’ at any time would be called upon for ‘results’.” 
    (Krarup, 1976:6, Quoted from  ‘Christiania and the Right to the City’  Hansen, 2011, pg. 148,149) 
                                                                                                    
5.3 Sub question three - How can the presumed normalisation of Christiania be explained through the 
lens of neoliberalism? 
 
The Freetown of Christiania is undefinable in what it is. According to Hansen (2011), throughout 
time Christiania has formulated into a 
“socialist, anarchist, liberalist urban social experiment (a success has many parents) that 
attracts tourists, students, artists, architects, and social scientists who come to experience 
and study this extraordinary urban setting (p.304).”   
                                                                                                                                                                              
We argue that this newfound political and cultural mix of urban residents and visitors in Christiania 
34 
 
are attributing factors to the process of gentrification, which in turn contributes to financial capital 
in the Danish neoliberalist society (Hansen, 2011). This can be seen in how the variety of individuals 
residing within Christiania contributed value to the Danish state by adding a cultural and alternative 
image, which have assisted in creating an attractive destination for the tourism market (Ibid). This in 
turn led to the promise of a profitable market for investors as the financial income from tourism 
increased (Ibid). Denmark has been given the title of a cosmopolitan global business destination, 
due to the investments made in Copenhagen and the surrounding region (Ibid). We argue that this 
has inevitably lead to the incline of state revenue, which is the goal of a neoliberalist society.  
 
In Christiania and the Right to the City, Hansen (2011) describes the investments made by “powerful 
actors (p.302)”  for the goal of creating Copenhagen into a “world class business climate (p. 
302)”.  The plan for this is to create a singular destination by merging different areas into one main 
destination, the Øresund region. This includes creating both public and motor accessible 
transportation from Copenhagen to southern Sweden and the Copenhagen airport (p. 302). Hansen 
continues to explain:  
 
“Other material manifestations of the ‘new economy’ include the newly built environments 
for the main actors (the information technology, finance, insurance and real estate sectors), 
including luxury hotels, restaurants, conference centres and shopping malls, such as 
Fisketorvet on the harbourfront, and luxury housing and publicly financed renewal of inner 
city housing to attract the ‘new middle class’, the employees of the ‘new economy.’” 
                                                                                                                           (Hansen 2011, p.303)   
 
Through the enactment of the Normalization Plan, the state recreated a low-income community 
into a market which serves upper-middle class residents, tourists, and the business class. What was 
originally a home for low income individuals who were known for their communal, creative, and 
alternative lifestyles had attracted the upper-middle class for these very reasons. This lead to an 
influx of upper-middle class residents cohabiting the Freetown and  in turn creates an organic 
process of dislodging the lower class group of people that originally founded the Freetown. This 
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evolution of class in a neighbourhood is what causes and supports the process of gentrification 
(Ibid).  
 
The process of the Danish state and investors working towards the goal of turning Copenhagen 
into  a global business destination is essentially the process and production serving towards a 
neoliberalist mindset. Unfortunately, with the merging of areas that create an attractive base for a 
cosmopolitan business and tourist destination, there is no room left for the low income class that 
had a big part in creating the appeal of Copenhagen as a cosmopolitan destination. It can then be 
argued that gentrification is a necessary part of the normalization process, as the government may 
have enacted a law to privatise the “claimed” land in order to not only capitalise on individual rents, 
which ensured a profit from the use of the land, but to gain official control of the community and 
land to ensure the implementation of profitable additions to the Freetown and the merging of the 
community with greater Copenhagen. The neoliberal logic is seen here in how the Danish state was 
not only intending to capitalize on the Freetown by way of selling the property and rent, but to 
enact the goal of creating value by using Christiania’s cultural appeal to contribute to the state plan 
of  “cOPENhagen”, which is a plan to create Copenhagen into a cosmopolitan destination (Ibid). This 
cultural appeal, which Christiania inevitably has, holds needed value when creating a cosmopolitan 
business and touristic destination.  
 
Logic would state that an illegally established community such as Christiania would be exterminated 
from valuable state property immediately with the rise of capitalism and neoliberalism in the 70’s 
and 80’s. Yet, we continue to support our argument that the Freetown was allowed to exist on state 
property throughout time because, supported by arguments made previously in this project, 
Christiania’s unique balance of agency and structure within the community contributed to a seen 
value to capitalize on from various ruling governments throughout the last 40-odd years. Christiania 
is known for their environmentally friendly practices which could have possibly been what allowed 
them to exist as a “social experiment” initially. Yet as time went on, we argued that Christiania 
provided the “edge” that a city needs to appear as attractive to international businesses and 
tourists. We now add onto our previous arguments by again arguing that the Normalization Plan 
was integrated strategically throughout the years by experimenting with how much they (the 
36 
 
governments) could impose their structure on Christiania without disrupting the ‘delicate’ structure 
inside Christiania too forcefully. This, we argue, is because the state saw value in preserving a 
community that could potentially benefit them economically. The compromise made between the 
state and Christiania was arguably allowed because the Danish state did not want to disrupt what 
potentially made Christiania so lucrative in the first place; i.e. alternative culture. This following 
quote helps to solidify our argument: 
 
“[…] the right to the city […] is not merely a right of access to what the property speculators 
and state planners define, but an active right to make the city different, to shape it more in 
accord with our heart’s desire, and to re-make ourselves thereby in a different image.”  
David Harvey (p. 288) 
 
To continue, we have also come to understand several contributing factors to classifying Denmark 
as a neoliberal state. The first is, that Denmark is  known as an extremely environmentally 
sustainable country. For example, it is the first carbon neutral capital in the world (denmark.dk, 
2015). This is not only seen as morally and ethically good for the immediate country and 
population, but  environmental responsibility is a popular global issue. Hence, it can contribute to 
creating an attractive image as a desired country to interact with regarding business interactions 
and investments. Denmark these days is gaining high popularity for the benefits that the welfare 
system provides the citizens. Benefits in terms of social services such as free education, free 
healthcare and a high minimum hourly wage can all be seen as an excellent examples for other 
countries to replicate. One can see how the benefits offered in Denmark are manageable because 
of how a socialist state is run, which high taxes are an example of a collective effort made from 
society. Yet, we argue that despite Christiania’s original motive of being a socialist welfare state, it is 
inevitable in late modernity to ignore the necessity to contribute to and be part of the neoliberal 
globalized society, with the main goal of building economic surplus in any respect. This is done even 
if it ironically may go against not only the original intentions of the anarchist Freetown of 
Christiania, but the intentions of Denmark itself. Therefore, we argue that, despite environmentally 
conscious actions and an excellent socialist system in place, Denmark’s main intentions are still a 
commitment to a capitalist and neoliberal mindset. 
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6.0 Conclusion 
 
We initially began our research by exploring the connections between the normalisation process 
enacted on Christiania by the state of Denmark. What we found interesting to examine was the 
apparent factors that led to the Danish government normalising Christiania, with our original 
intentions being to understand what Christianias normalisation meant in the larger context of 
political and social change in Denmark. We can now conclude that there was more to the Danish 
state’s Normalisation Plan than purely social and political factors. The fact that the community was 
built on state property was the main said reason of the state for the enactment of normalisation on 
Christiania. Hansen (2011) introduces an interesting point with his statement that “property rights 
have been the most dominating right to the city throughout the history of capitalism and were at 
the core of the ‘neoliberal revolution’ (p.293).”  Through this statement, a crucial factor that we 
have come to understand is that the inevitable reason that Christiania has survived the several 
death sentences that they have faced during the years is because of the importance based on profit 
making contributions towards the existing neo liberalist society. One vital fact to state is that the 
Christiania Law which was decided on in the Danish Parliament in 1989, and revised in 2004, was 
repealed in June 2013. Every party in the Danish Parliament, besides one, voted for the repeal. This 
means that the same legislative rules applies for the Christiania area as it does for the rest of 
Denmark (Bygst.dk, 2015). We argue that this fact in itself proves that Christiania has indeed been 
successfully normalised by the Danish state, as we argue that the retracement of the normalisation 
law means that there is nothing further to normalise. Examples of the success of the normalisation 
can be seen in the mix of both lower and upper-middle class individuals who now reside in 
Christiania. We conclude that Christiania has contributed to the Danish state and the neoliberal 
society by adding a necessary amount of alternative culture to the development of an international 
cosmopolitan destination, thereby proving its “normalcy”. Finally and most importantly, our 
conclusion is supported in how the Christiania Law of 2004 was a success for its executors by 
enacting the gentrification process on a self made, alternative community to assist the city of 
Copenhagen, and the neoliberal state, in turning into a world class business destination (Hansen 
2011). 
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